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Sgt;}'_eié rms S -péndihg Gap Found Wider

By JOHN W. FINNEY
WASHINGTON, Oct, 22—At
a time when the defense budget
is in serious difficulty in Con-
gress, the Defense Departmnt
is letting out new, still preli-
minary- intelligence estimates
suggesting that the Soviet
Union is widening itsleadover
the United States in defense
spending.

Defense Secretary James R.
Schlesinger, through aides, has
feclined to discuss the esti-
mates in any detail with repor-
ters on the ground that they
are still in a preliminary stage.

But at a news conference
1e called Monday to lash out
it Congressional move to cut
the ‘budget, Mr. Schlesinger
jave 'a glimpse of the new
intelligence estimates, which he
has apparently already relayed
to Pentagon supporters in Con-

dehe--iagn!
defense effort.
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Knowledgeable officials said
that Mr. Schlesinger’s projec-
tions were “within the ball-
park” of preliminary estimatés
drafted within the intelligence
community, although they sug-
gested that the Defense Secre-
tary may have rounded off the|
estimates with a- little upward

thrust. :
At the same time, these offi-
cials said that the higher
projections being cited by Mr.
Schlesinger did not reflect any
dramatic, unexpected upsurge
in the Soviet military program.
.Rather, they said, the esti-
mated growth'in Soviet defense
speniding reflected a continua-
tion of past trends, a large|
investment in a new generation:
of  intercontinental ballistic
missiles as well as inclusion
of some programs not previous-
ly .considered in calculations’
of ihe Soviet defense eﬁvrtf"
o
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